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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
This Post-Closure Inspection Report provides an analysis and summary of inspections for 
Corrective Action Unit (CAU) 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, Nevada Test Site, Nevada. 
CAU 92 was closed in accordance with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 
Part B Operational Permit (Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP), 1995) and the 
Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order of 1996. Closure activities were completed on 
February 16, 1999, and the Closure Report (U.S. Department of Energy, Nevada Operations 
Office, 1999) was approved and a Notice of Completion issued by the NDEP on May 11, 1999. 
CAU 92 consists of two Corrective Action Sites (CASs): CAS 06-04-01, Decon Pad Oil/Water 
Separator; and CAS 06-05-02, Decontamination Pond (RCRA). Both CASs have use 
restrictions; however, only CAS 06-05-02 requires post-closure inspections. 
Visual inspections of the cover and fencing at CAS 06-05-02 are performed quarterly. 
Additional inspections are conducted if precipitation occurs in excess of 1.28 centimeters (cm) 
(0.50 inches [in]) in a 24-hour period. This report covers calendar year 2005. 
Quarterly site inspections were performed in March, June, September, and December of 2005. 
All observations indicated the continued integrity of the unit. No issues or concerns were noted, 
and no corrective actions were necessary. Copies of the inspection checklists and field notes 
completed during each inspection are included in Appendix A. 
Five additional inspections were performed after precipitation events that exceeded 1.28 cm 
(0.50 in) within a 24-hour period during 2005. No significant changes in site conditions were 
noted during these inspections, and no corrective actions were necessary. Copies of the 
inspection checklists and field notes completed during each inspection are included in 
Appendix A. Precipitation records for 2005 are included in Appendix C. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
1.1 SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES 
Corrective Action Unit (CAU) 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, is located in Area 6 of the 
Nevada Test Site, Nevada, adjacent to the Decontamination Facility along the southern portion 
of the Yucca Lake Dry Playa (Figure 1). CAU 92 is identified in the Federal Facility Agreement 
and Consent Order (FFACO) of 1996 and was closed in accordance with the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Part B Operational Permit (Nevada Division of 
Environmental Protection [NDEP], 1995). CAU 92 consists of two Corrective Action Sites 
(CASs): CAS 06-04-0 1, Decon Pad Oil/Water Separator; and CAS 06-05-02, Decontamination 
Pond (RCRA). This report provides an analysis and summary of the quarterly site inspections 
performed at CAU 92 during calendar year 2005. 
1.2 SITE HISTORY 
The Area 6 Decon Pond Facility was constructed and became operational in 1979. It was 
approximately 60 meters (m) (200 feet [ft]) long on each interior side, with perimeter berms 
1.5 m (5  ft) above the surrounding grade. A discharge pipe from the Decon Pad OiVWater 
Separator (CAS 06-04-0 1) entered the Decontamination Pond (CAS 06-05-02) on the southwest 
side, approximately 0.3 m (1 ft) above the base of the pond. The Decontamination Pond was 
unlined and was surrounded by an earthen berm on all four sides with a two-to-one grade 
(U.S. Department of Energy, Nevada Operations Office [DOENV], 1996). 
The Decon Pond Facility was used for the disposal of partially treated liquid effluent discharged 
from Buildings 6-605 (Decontamination Facility) and 6-607 (Industrial Laundry). Effluent from 
Buildings 6-605 and 6-607 was piped into the Decontamination Pad Oil/Water Separator and 
then to the Decontamination Pond where it was allowed to evaporate. 
Radioactively contaminated site worker clothing (e.g., coveralls, gloves, and boot covers) was 
processed in the laundry in Building 6-607. The laundry process used standard industrial water 
softeners and laundry detergents to decontaminate the personal protective equipment. Heavy 
equipment and critical tolerance equipment used in weapons testing were processed in 
Building 6-605 to remove radioactive contamination. This equipment was treated using 
degreasers, caustic or acid solutions, and detergents and then washed with pressurized hot water. 
The wash water was collected in floor drains and piped through a sand filter. This partially 
treated water also fed into the Decon Pad Oil/Water Separator and then discharged into the 
Decontamination Pond. 
Suspected RCRA regulated hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents released into the 
Decontamination Pond included degreasing solvents associated with equipment decontamination 
activities (chlorobenzene and 1 , 1 ,l -trichlorethane), petroleum hydrocarbon constituents 
(xylenes), and heavy metals (lead and arsenic). Releases of RCRA-regulated hazardous waste or 
hazardous waste constituents have not been discharged to the Decontamination Pond since 1988 
(DOENV, 1996). The following radionuclides were detected: cobalt-60, cesium- 137, 
plutonium-238, and tritium. A detailed discussion of the unit activities and analytical results can 
be found in the CAU 92 Characterization Report (DOENV, 1997a). 
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CAS 06-05-02, Decontamination Pond (RCRA), was closed by constructing an engineered cover 
(DOE/NV, 1999). The earthen berms were pushed into the pond and compacted. Additional 
materials were imported to form subsequent layers and compacted to meet specifications. The 
final layers consist of a bedding layer, geosynthetic clay liner, buffer layer, and erosion control 
layer. The cover was designed to meet or exceed all requirements specified in 40 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) $265.228(a)(2) (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency [EPA], 
1996). Monuments were placed on the cover to monitor subsidence, and a chain-link fence 
surrounds the cover to limit access. CAS 06-04-01, Decon Pad Oil/Water Separator, was closed 
by backfilling with grout. 
All closure activities performed at CAU 92 were completed on February 16, 1999. The Closure 
Report (DOE/NV, 1999) was approved and a Notice of Completion for CAU 92 was issued by 
the NDEP on May 1 1, 1999. Table 1 summarizes the chronology of significant events over the 
life span of the facility. 
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1979 
1979 - 1988 
1990 
TABLE 1 : CHRONOLOGY OF THE AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY 
The Decontamination Pond was constructed and became operational. 
The facility received partially treated liquid effluents from Building 6-605 
(Decontamination Facility) and Building 6-607 (Industrial Laundry) prior to the 
implementation of administrative controls on the use of RCRA regulated materials. 
A clay discharge pipe from Building 6-605 was broken during a trenching operation. An 
unknown amount of effluent was released to the subsurface soil. 
199 1 
1992 
On March 3, the northwest side of the earthen berm was reportedly breeched due to an 
intense rainstorm and high winds with effluent spilling onto the Yucca Lake Playa. 
The Decontamination Pond was removed from service and all known access lines were 
plugged and re-routed to aboveground tanks. 
1996 
Closure activities began with the submission and approval of the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act Industrial Site Environmental Restoration Site Characterization Plan 
Area 6 Decontamination Pond Facility (DOE/NV, 1996). 
1997 
1998 
A characterization program to obtain samples for radiological, chemical, and geotechnical 
parameters was conducted fiom May to June. 
~ 
The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Industrial Site Environmental Restoration 
Site Characterization Report, Area 6 Decontamination Pond Facility, Corrective Action 
Unit No. 92 (DOE/NV, 1997a) was issued. 
The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Corrective Measures Study, Area 6 
Decontamination Pond Facilitv, Corrective Action Unit No. 92 ( D O E N ,  1997b) was 
issued. 
The Closure Plan for Corrective Action Unit 92: Area 6 Decontamination Pond, Nevada 
Test Site, Nevada (DOENV, 1998) was issued. 
I Closure activities began on J d y  30. 
Closure activities were completed on February 16. 
The Closure Report for Corrective Action Unit 92: Area 6 Decontamination Pond, Nevada 
Test Site, Nevada (DOENV, 1999) was issued. 
The Closure Report was approved and a Notice of Completion issued by NDEP on 
May 11.  
Quarterly inspections began in March. 
1999 
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2.0 REGULATORY CRITERIA 
Post-closure inspections of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, are required under 
40 CFR $265.116 through $265.120 (EPA, 1996). The post-closure requirements for the cover 
are specified in Section VII.B.5 of the RCRA Part B Permit NEV HW0021 (NDEP, 2005). 
Inspections are conducted quarterly. Additional inspections are conducted if precipitation occurs 
in excess of 1.28 centimeters (cm) (0.50 inches [in]) in a 24-hour period. Post-closure 
inspections consist of and adhere to the following: 
During each inspection, the cover and fencing are inspected. The perimeter of the site is 
walked by the inspector, and the condition of the wave barrier (fiberglass slats laced through 
the bottom of the chain-link fencing), warning signs, entrance gate, and lock is documented. 
The reason for the inspection (i.e., quarterly or precipitation event) is noted on the inspection 
checklist . 
During each inspection, any changes in the condition of the cover or fenced area are 
documented. Specific changes noted on the current condition of the cover include, but are 
not limited to, trash and debris within the fenced area, vegetation growing on the cover, 
animal burrowshesting activity, or erosion of the cover. 
Small cracks or settling depressions (less than 5 cm [2 in] deep) are documented, and any 
necessary cover repair is scheduled on an annual basis. Larger disruptions of the cover are 
immediately reported to the NDEP and evaluated and remedied within 60 days of discovery. 
All repair work preserves the original RCRA cover “as-built” design. If the cover repair 
requires modification to the RCRA cover design, the U.S. Department of Energy, National 
Nuclear Security Administration Nevada Site Office (NNSA/NSO) presents a formal design 
modification request to NDEP prior to making the design modification. 
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3.0 SITE INSPECTION RESULTS 
Quarterly post-closure inspections of CAU 92 for calendar year 2005 were conducted on 
March 2 1, June 2 1, September 27, and December 12, 2005. Five precipitation-triggered 
inspections were performed. Copies of the inspection checklists and field notes are included in 
Appendix A. Site photographs are included in Appendix B. 
3.1 QUARTERLY INSPECTION RESULTS 
3.1.1 First Quarter 
The first quarter inspection was conducted on March 2 1,2005. The inspection indicated that the 
unit was in excellent condition. The fence had been repaired since the previous inspection. No 
issues were identified with the fence, signs, monuments, or cover. 
All observations indicated the continued integrity of the unit, and no actions were necessary. 
3.1.2 Second Quarter 
The second quarter inspection was conducted on June 2 1,2005. The inspection indicated that 
the unit was in excellent condition. No issues were identified with the fence, signs, monuments, 
or cover. 
All observations indicated the continued integrity of the unit, and no actions were necessary. 
3.1.3 Third Quarter 
The third quarter inspection was conducted on September 27,2005. The inspection indicated 
that the unit was in excellent condition. No issues were identified with the fence, signs, 
monuments, or cover. Some minor vegetation growing on the edge of the cover was noted. 
All observations indicated the continued integrity of the unit; however, as a best management 
practice, it was recommended to remove the vegetation that was growing on the edge of the 
cover. 
3.1.4 Fourth Quarter 
The fourth quarter inspection was conducted on December 12,2005. The inspection indicated 
that the unit was in excellent condition. No issues were identified with the fence, signs, 
monuments, or cover. Vegetation growing on the edge of the cover had been removed as a best 
management practice since the previous inspection. 
All observations indicated the continued integrity of the unit, and no actions were necessary. 
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3.2 PRECIPITATION-TRIGGERED INSPECTION RESULTS 
Five inspections were performed following precipitation events that exceeded 1.28 cm (0.50 in) 
within a 24-hour period during 2005. Precipitation records for 2005 are included in Appendix C: 
A precipitation event measured at 1.55 cm (0.61 in) occurred on January 2-3,2005. An 
inspection was performed on January 10,2005. No issues relating to the weather event were 
noted. The fence on the northwest side of the unit was still in need of repair since the 
previous inspection. 
A precipitation event measured at 1.32 cm (0.52 in) occurred on January 26-27,2005. An 
inspection was performed on January 27,2005. The fence had been repaired and was in 
good condition. No issues or concerns were noted. 
A precipitation event measured at 1.32 cm (0.52 in) occurred on February 18,2005, and a 
precipitation event measured at 1.68 cm (0.66 in) occurred on February 21, 2005. An 
inspection was performed on February 23, 2005. No issues or concerns were noted. 
A precipitation event measured at 1.47 cm (0.58 in) occurred on July 28,2005. An 
inspection was performed on August 3,2005. No issues or concerns were noted. 
A precipitation event measured at 1.35 cm (0.53 in) occurred on October 17-1 8, 2005. An 
inspection was performed on October 20, 2005. No issues or concerns were noted. 
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4.0 SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
4.1 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
The post-closure inspections conducted in 2005 have demonstrated the continued integrity of the 
cover, fencing, warning signs, and use restriction. No hrther maintenance or repairs are needed. 
4.2 RECOMMENDATIONS 
Continue post-closure inspections as scheduled. 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Reason for Inspection: Precipitation Event > 0.5 
Occurred on 1 /2- J [nspection Date and Time: 
?ret ip .  QV& Reason for Last Inspection: I z /2&4 Date of Last Inspection: 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration 
4ddress: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
T€tmz.t* 
Title: 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 3, % U r n I ~  4ssistant Inspector: 
4. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of the inspection Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately 
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
3 The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
4 A standard set of color photographs is required. In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
5. Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes; 
6 .  This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
1. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
b. Was maintenance performed? 
a Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
b. Are revised as-built plans available that reflect repair 
conditions? 
r. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
2ssemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections: 
a Camera, film, and batteries 
b Keys to locks 
c Clipboard 
d Tapemeasure 
e Radio, pager, etc 
f. Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans 
g Other miscellaneous support equipment - 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION F 1. Adjacent off-site features: 
a. 
b. 
C. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
- 
Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
Are there any new roads or trails? 
Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of 
washes? 
nearby washes? 
Are there new drainage channels? 
Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? 
11 2. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
a Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
c. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e Is there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
(Number of signs replaced. 
3. Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
4. Waste unit cover: 
I 
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5 .  Photograph Instructions: 
A total of 8 photograph are required to be taken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction (i.e., N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in each compass direction. 
l l 'DU "Cll",lJ "bb,, L M b l l  . 
c. Other? 
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
PersodAgency to whom report was made: 
5 .  Field conclusions/recommendatioiis: h30 itch- _t.tm n4-A %3 
1 w . L  
J 
F. CERTIFICATION 
[have conduction a11 inspection of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded on this checJbt,,attached sheets, field notes, photographs, and photograph logs. 
Chief Inspector's Signature. -Date: 'I'ofOsI 
Title: Y & C  [-t . L$?&& s w 7&Cs?W-- Printed Name: 
20 
* 
DISCLOSED TO AND UNDERSTOOD BY DATE WITNESS 
25 
DATE 
[ / l o  /. s 
DATE 
w.scientificbindery88yrs.com Work continued to PageN/tt-- 
, 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Reason for Last Inspection: 
Reason for Inspection: Precipitation Eve t > 0.5 in. ’ 24 hours 
Occurred on I 1, -27 r~ ‘5- Inspection Date and Time: 1 12.7 / 0 s  
SkA Title: 7 7 ~ ~  , Organization: Environmental Restoration 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Assistant Inspector: 
Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be f U y  explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately. 
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is required In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
5.  Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes; 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6 .  This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
1. Has the Post-Closure Permit been reviewed? 
a Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
a. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
conditions? 
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
4ssemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections: 
a. Camera, film, and batteries 
b. Keys to locks 
c. Clipboard 
d. Tape measure 
e. Radio, pager, etc. 
f. Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans 
g. Other miscellaneous support equipment 
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D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
(1 1. Adjacent off-site features. 
a Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
d Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of 
washes? 
nearby washes? 
e Are there new drainage channels? 
f Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? 
Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
c Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of humw intrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
g. Have any signs been damaged or removed? 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced: 
h. Other? 
11 3 Monuments and other permanent features 
a Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
stations been disturbed? 
b Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
c Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
boundary monuments, or inonitormg stations? 
d Other? 
4 Waste unit cover. 
a Is there evidence of settling? 
b Is there evidence of cracking? 
c Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
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5 .  Photograph Instructions: 
A total of 8 photographs are required to be taken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction (i.e., N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in each compass direction. 
11 6. Photograph Documentation: I YES 1 NO I EXPLANATION 
a. Have all photographs required by the photograph 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken: 
r 11 E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
(Immediate report required) 
11 PersonlAgency to whom report was made: 
1) 5. Field conclusions/recommendations: f l  c) /.S&_e/u. 
ll / 
II I 
/ 
F. CERTIFICATION 
I have conduction an inspection of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (iiicluding the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, - attached sheets, field notes, photographs, and photograph logs. 
Chief Inspector’s Signature: 
1- 
G 
20 
W7- 
25 
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Assistant Inspector: 
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
Reason for Inspection: Precipitation Eve t > 0.5 hi ,  in 24 hours 
Occurred on Z )[a/= Inspection Date and Time: 
P r 4 P  I/ Date of Last Inspection: I '23 / 6~ 1 Reason for Last Inspection: 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
11 Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
T c _ C l Y L ~  
Chief Inspector: Title: 
2 Have the design basis documents been reviewed? 
4 Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
b Was maintenance performed? 
5 Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? 
____- 
a Has site repair resulted in a chaii& from as-built 
b. Are revised as-built plans available that reflect iepair 
conditions? 
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct Inspections 
- 
a Camera, film, and batteries 
b Keys to locks 
c Clipboard 
d Tape measure 
e Radio, pager, etc. 
f Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans 
g Other miscellaneous support equipment 
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D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
a. Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c. Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
d. Has tliere been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of 
washes? 
nearby washes? 
e. Are there new drainage channels? 
f. Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? 
I .  Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
c. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of huinan intrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
cover? 
g. Have any signs been damaged 
(Number of signs replaced: 
11. Other? 
1. Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
d. "Other? 
. Waste unit cover: 
a. Is there evidence of settling? 
b. Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
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-- ____- - 
5 Photograph Instructions 
A total of 8 photograph are required to be taken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) froin the center oftlie unit, one in each compass direction (Le., N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in each compass direction. 
6 .  Photograph Documentation 
a Have all photograph required by the photograph 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken 
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
1 Is there an immineiit hazard to the integrity of the unit? 
(Immediate report required) 
PersodAgency to whom report was made 
-/- 
F. CERTIFICATION 
have conduction ai inspection of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including the Post- 
3losure Plan) as recorded on this c h e m ,  attached sheets, field notes, photographs, and photograph logs. 
3hief Inspector's Signature: 
Date. t I n  /4 - 
P 
-."I.-IYn. \% , 
DATE WITNESS DISCLOSED TO AND UNDERSTOOD BY 
PROJECT NO. 
DATE 
59  
Work continued from Page N I P  BOOK NO. 
L- 25 
Work continilad + d  www.scientificbindety88yrs.com 
C I C N A T I I D E  
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Chiefhspector: s5k T , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Organization: Environmental Restoration Ttl l-f 13 \L4L Lt4b Title: 
__ 
I~ispection Date and Time: 0 4 2 ,  / r o o :  . I R e a s o n  for Inspection: Quarterly 
YES 
(%ee''p E v U  Reason lor Last Post-Closure Inspection: 4 = a / 2 0 0 5  Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: 
NO EXPLANATION 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Res toration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Organization: Environinenlal Restoration S h q k y I  8UrMisLhCI 1 M A A M c  Assistant Inspector. 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be cornplcted and detailed coinmenls made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part oftlie field record of the inspection. Addilioiial p a p  should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach tlie 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of die inspection. 
provided. The purpose of this requirenient is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and die inspector's rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional anachnients and cross-referenced appropriately. 
Explanations, i n  addiiion to narrative, will take tlie form of slcetches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3 .  The site inspection is a wallcing inspection ofthe entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to iiispecl the entire 
surface and all features specilically described in this checltlisl. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is rquired. In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such CIS changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A pbocograpli log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
5. Field notes tdcen to assist in coinpletioii of this checklisi will becoinc part of the inspcctioii record. No form is specified for field notes; 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and tlie responsible agency. 
6. This unit will be inspected quai-terly with foriiial reporting to die Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checlclist with field notes and photograph log a~taclied, and 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX iiiust be fu[ly explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
recommendations and conclusions. 
. 
B. PREPARATION (To be competed piior to site visil) 
1. Has the Post-Closure Permit been reviewed? 
2. Have ihe design basis docunients been reviewed? 
3. Have the site as-built plans and site base map been reviewed? 
4. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
b. Was maintenance performed? 
5. Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? 
a. Has site repair resulted in  a change kom as-built 
b. Are revised as-built plans available that reflect repair 
conditions? 
changes? 
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
/ 
/ 
J 
J 
IJI 
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections, 
a. Camera, film, a i d  batteries 
b Keys to locks 
c. Clipboard 
d Tape measure 
e. Radio, pager, etc. 
f Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checlclisls, repair records, and as-built plans 
g. Other miscellaneous support equipment 
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b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c. Has there been any change in the position of ilearby 
washes? 
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
J 
J 
1. Adjacent off-site features: 
J 
a. Have there been miy changes in Uie use of the adjacent 
area? 
d. Has there been lateral excursion or msioddeposition of 
nearby washes? 
e. Are there new drainage cliannels? 
J 
J 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
g. Have any signs been d'maged or enioved? 
cover? 
(Nnmber of signs replaced: d) 
f. Has there been a change in tlie surrounding vegetation? 
2. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
/- 
J 
I 
a. Is there a break in the fence? I I . I  
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes tlireaten the integrity o f  any survey 
c.  Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
d. Other? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
/ 
J 
J 
/ 
c. Does tlie gate show evidence oftampering or damage.? 1 ~ ! 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is tliere vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Other (including trash, debris, etc within fenced area)? 
d. Was tlie gate locked? 
e. Is there nny evidence of human intrusion onto the cover? / 
/ 
/- 
J 
J 
11. OUier? I I J I  
a. Is there evidence ofscltling? 
b. Is there evidence ofcraclting? 
.- 
YES 
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NO EXPLANATION 
5.  Photograph Instructions: 
A total of8 photographs are required to be taken during each iiispeclioii of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be talcen: The required 
photogmphs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center oftlie unit, one i n  each compass direction (Le., N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit froin outside the fence, one in each coinpass direction. 
U 
6. Photograph Documentation: 
a. Have all photographs required by die photograph 
b. Has a photograph log been prepared? 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken: &) 
c. Other? 
F. CERTIFICATION 
I have condiiction mi inspection oiCAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Pennit (including the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded 011 this checklist. attached sheds. field noles. oliotoara~hs, and Dhotomaph lops. 
14 I 
J 
J 
1 E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
1. Is there an imminent hazard to the integrity ofthe unit? 
(Immediate report required) 
Person/Agency IO whoni report was made: 
L/ 2. Are more frequent inspections required? 
3. Are existing maintenancehepair actions satisfactory? 
4. Is other maintenancehepair necessary? 
J 
5. Field conclusions/recommendations: LWI ic ;s ;n eCPI k n  v 
HAL 
f o o b  t in bd E J h c L  & rewir. A11 s;sns; m b g i h  -mum- -A 
~ 
D d Z I  / 206c Chief Inspector’s Signature: Date: 
Printed Name: 
www.sclentiiicbindery8Byrs.com 
I DATE 
I I I I 
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Inspection Date and Time. G/L , Reason for Inspection Quarterly 
Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: I Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: 9c*&/btlJ ( ~ f / % l  
Chief Inspector: Title: z~~ LPm- T&,+ L~~ 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Organization: Environmental Restoration S A .  Ti&& h b  Title. f l .  5. f i o y b  Assistant Inspector: 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made., Attach the 
additional pages and number all pages’upon completion of the inspection. 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately. 
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3 .  The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is required. In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
5. Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes; 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
B. PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) 
2 Have the design basis documents been reviewed? 
4 Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections7 
b Was maintenance performed? 
a Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
b. Are revised as-built plans available that reflect repair 
conditions? 
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections 
a Camera, film, and batteries 
b Keys to locks 
c Clipboard 
d Tapemeasure 
e. Radio, pager, etc. 
f Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans 
g. Other miscellaneous support equipment 
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D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
re of the adjacent , a. Have there been any changes in the UI 
area? 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c. Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
d Has there been lateral excursion or erosioiddeposition of 
e. Are there new drainage channels? 
washes? 
nearby washes? 
I .  Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
c. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
g. Have any signs been damaged 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced: & removed? 
h. Other? 
3.  Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
1. Waste unit cover: 
a. Is there evidence of settling? 
b. 'Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Other (including trash, debris, etc within fenced area)? 
6. Photograph Documentation: 
a. Have all photographs required by the photograph 
b. Has a photograph log been prepared? 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken: 8) 
c. Other? 
YES NO EXPLANATION 
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
PersodAgency to whom report was made 
5 Field conclusions/recommendations SIT& LWLJ b p  
/ 
F. CERTIFICATION 
I have conduction an inspection of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, attached sheets, field notes, photographs, and photograph logs 
Chief Inspector’s Signature, Date: 6 /a/ LOO< 
” 
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)ate of Last Post-Closure Inspection: 0 6/2.-/., S- 
:AU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: Q r ~ T x L  y 
~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~  I Reason for Inspection: Precipitation Event > 0 5 in 24 hours 
nspection Date and Time. 9 / 3  /or /c L/. Occurred on & or*'' 
:hiefhspector: /~.l. F L 0  y b 
lssistant Inspector: 
Organization: Environmental Restoration 
Title: Organization: Environmental Restoration 
Tide: 7 k A  L&&B 
Iddress: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
lesponsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
5 .  Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? 
a. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
b. Are revised as-built plans available that reflect repair 
conditions? 
changes? 
y 
x 
K 
4. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the sice inspecdon. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of the inspecfon. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Atmch the 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection. 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector's rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explaoalions are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriatdy. 
Explanations. in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measuremenrs, and annotated site maps. 
3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is required. In addi~on, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log enuy will be made for each photograph taken. 
5. Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified far field notes; 
however. they must be legible and in sufficient derail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reporu 
4. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
Y 
a Were anomalies or hen& delecled on previous 
inspections? 
K b. Was maintenance performed? 
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d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposidon of 
nearby washes? 
e. Are there new drainage channels? 
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
K 
K 
0. SITE INSPECTION 
X '  
1 Adjacent off-site features: 
/y 
a. Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
x 
A 
x 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c. Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
washes? 
f, Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation7 1 I $. I 
2 .  Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
I I Y I  
Y 
I 1 x 1  c. Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover? 
f. h there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced 
g. Have any signs been damaged 
h. Other? 
I I (  I 
x 
Y 
Y 
3. Monuments and other permanent fearures: 
x a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring stations been disturbed? 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
. marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
d. Other? 
4. Waste unit cover: 
a. Is there evidence of settling? I I f l  
b. Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. h there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
1 I K I  e Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Olher (including trash, debris, etc within fenced area)? I I X I 
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chief Inspector's Signature: a/yw 
PrintedName: f l l  A p/q& 
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Date: 8/36 p' 
Title: &/I/ b f  
5.  Photograph Inskuctions: 
A total of 8 photographs we required to be taken duiing each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction ( i t . ,  N, S ,  E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in each compass direction. 
6. Photograph Documentation: I YES I NO I EXPLANATION 
a. Have all photographs required by the photograph 
b. Has a photograph log been prepared? 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs laken: & 
c. Other? 
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
PersodAgency to whom report was made: 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INS 
anization: Environmental Restormion 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of h e  field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. ABch the 
additional pages andnumber all pages upon completion of the inspection. 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observauons and the inspector’s nuonale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referaced appropriately. 
Explanations, in addition to nimarive, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transecls to be able to inspect the entire 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photograph is required. In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjaceut area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
5 .  Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is rpecifiedfor field notes; 
however; they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6. This unit Will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, thk inspection checklist with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
1 B. PREPARATION (To be competed prior to site visit) I YES I NO I EXPLANATION 
4. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
5 .  Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? 
a. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
b. Are revised as-built Dlans available that reflect rwair 
conditions? 
C. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections: 
a. Camera, film, and batteries 
b. Keys to locks 
c. Clipboard 
d. Tapemeasure - 
e. Radio, pager. etc. 
f. PFevious Post-Closure Report. Inspection Checklists. repair records, and as-built plans 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
1. Adjacent off-site features: 
a, Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
_, . . . . . .. . , 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
,. . . ., ., . .  .. ... , . .. . . . . .. . . . c. Has there been any change in the posiuon of nearby . .  . 
I : ,  :,i. . .. .. . .,. . ,, . .washes? . . . .. . . 
d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of 
e. Art: there new drainage channels? 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. f i v e  any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
c. Does h e  gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of human inrrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is thae my evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
g. Have any signs been damaged 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced: & removed? 
h. Other? I '.: JI 
11 3. Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers. boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natura1 processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. In there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
starions been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring starions? 
d. Other? 
1 4. waste unit cover: 
a. Is there evidence of settling? 
b. Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d. Is rhere evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Other (including Irish, debris, etc within fenced area)? 
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A tom1 of 8 photographs are required to be mken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction (Le., N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in cnch compass direction. 
6. Photograph Documenfation: 
a. Have all photographs required by the photograph 
b. Has a photograph log been prepare ? 
insrmctions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken: Q -J 
c. Other? 
YES NO EXPLANATION 
. .  . , .  . : ,  . . . .  
.. ,.. 
,. .. 
, . .,. . . .  . ,  . .  
, ,  
, .  
. .  
.r/ .: ';.:. . . .  : I  
. ,  . .  , . . ,   
,.."".: .  ., i/ 
. .  . I  .: ..,.. . 
(Immediate report required) 
11 F. CERTIFICATION . 
1 have conduction an inspection of CAU 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, m accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permir (iicluding the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, Petached sheets. field notes, photographs, and photograph logs. 
! I I Date: 9 / 2 7  r - 3 L p  11 chief Inspector's Signature: cl;~ /4 
I 
Printed Name: I ! Title: ffi 7& 
I 
I 
12 PROJECT NO. 
BOOK NO. 
TITLE 
Work continued from Page&? 
R e p 4  2 M ? E C n w u  r I 
20 
25 
SflEHnFlC BINDERY PRODUCTIONS CHICAGO WOO6 M.d. In US4 
Work continued to Page /inQ 
DATE WITNESS 
SIGNATURE 
DfSCLOSED TO AND UNDERSIOdBY 
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11 CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
Reason for Inspection: Precipitation Event > 0 
Occurredon f b/l inspection Date and Tie: (0 
Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: 
Q 7 h l b 3  Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Enviroiinental Restoration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Responsible Agency ORcial: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Chief Inspector: Organization: Environmental Restoration . 
Title: r, [& Organization: Environmental Restoration , 1MikeRuqd 1 S I . Assistant Inspector: 
v 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document tfie results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of die inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of h e  inspection. 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations ive to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately. 
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3. The site inspection is a walkulg inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
surhce and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is required. In addition, all anomalous feahues or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entiy will be inade for each photograph taken. 
5. Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part oflhe inspection record. No form is specified for field notes; 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6. This tinit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checklit with field notes and photograph log attached, and 
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any cheeklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be filly explained or an appropriate reference to previous repons 
z provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationnle for 
4. Have the previous inspection reports been reviewed? 
a. Were anomalies or trends detecled on previous 
b. Was inaintenmce performed? 
inspections? 
5. Have the site maintenance and repair records been reviewed? 
a. Has site repair resulted in a change from as-built 
as-built plans available that reflect repair 
Assemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections: 
a. Camera, film, and batteries 
b. Keys to locks 
c Clipboard 
d. Tape measure 
e. Radio, pager, etc. 
f. Previous Post-Closvre Report, Inspection Checklists, repair records, and as-built plans 
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ZAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
1. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
a, Have diere been any ch'anges in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
/ d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of nearby washes? 
L/ e. Are there new drainage ch,ulnels? 
J 
I /  
f. Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? 
!. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
c. H'as there been any change in the position of nearby 
washes? 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
weakened? 
I /  
c. Does the gate show evidence of tamperiiig or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of human intrusion onto the cover? 
f. Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced: 
g. Have any signs been 
h. Other? 
J 
1 I J/ I 
I .  Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers, boundary rnoniimeiits, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
/- 
1 / I  d. Other? 
t .  Waste unit cover: 
I/ 
/ 
a. Is there evidence of settling? 
b. Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? I / / I  
I I d 1  d. Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Other (including trash, debris, etc within fenced area)? 1 I A 
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CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
5. Photograph Instructions: 
A total of 8 photograph are required to be taken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photogra s may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall be taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction (Le,, N, 
Four (4) of the unit from outside die fence, one in each compass direction. 
I. Is there an immi&t hazard to the integrity of the unit? 
(Immediate report required) 
6. Photograph Documentation: , 
J 
I YES 1 NO I EXPLANATION 
2. Are more frequent inspections required? 
3. Are existing maintenance/repair actions satisfactory? 
4. Is other maintenancehepair necessary? 
a. Have all photographs required by the photograph 
instructions been t<&en? 
(Number of photographs taken: 
b. Has a photograph log been 
c. Other? 
J 
J 
J 
I I I 
E. FIELD CONCLUSIONS 
/ 
/ 
F. CERTIFICATION 
I have conduction an inspection of CALI 92, Area 6 Decon Pond Facility, in accordance with the procedures of the Post-Closure Permit (including the Post- 
Closure Plan) as recorded on this checklist, a t t a d l  sheets, field notes, phomgrphs, and photograph logs. 
Chief Inspector’s Signatu 
Printed Name: 
n 
20 
25 
Work contin www.scientificbindery88yrs.com 
DISC~OSED TO AND ~DERSTOOD BY DATE WITNESS 
I 
Inspection Date and Time /&Af /f:- 44 
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Reason for Inspection Quarterly 
Date of Last Post-Closure Inspection: 
. .  ! Reason for Last Post-Closure Inspection: / ? k u p  ikjp . 
~ 
Responsible Agency: Bechtel Nevada Environmental Restoration 
Address: Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada 
Responsible Agency Official: Jeffrey L. Smith, Project Manager 
Organization: Environmental Restoration /n?k GLdW Chief Inspector: 
Organization Environmental Restoration 7b Assistant Inspector Title 
A. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
1. All checklist items must be completed and detailed comments made to document the results of the site inspection. The completed checklist is 
part of the field record of the inspection. Additional pages should be used as necessary to ensure that a complete record is made. Attach the 
additional pages and number all pages upon completion of the inspection. 
provided. The purpose of this requirement is to provide a written explanation of inspector observations and the inspector’s rationale for 
conclusions and recommendations. Explanations are to be placed on additional attachments and cross-referenced appropriately. 
Explanations, in addition to narrative, will take the form of sketches, measurements, and annotated site maps. 
3. The site inspection is a walking inspection of the entire site including the perimeter and sufficient transects to be able to inspect the entire 
surface and all features specifically described in this checklist. 
4. A standard set of color photographs is required. In addition, all anomalous features or new features (such as changes in adjacent area land use) 
are to be photographed. A photograph log entry will be made for each photograph taken. 
5 .  Field notes taken to assist in completion of this checklist will become part of the inspection record. No form is specified for field notes; 
however, they must be legible and in sufficient detail to enable review by succeeding inspectors and the responsible agency. 
6. This unit will be inspected quarterly with formal reporting to the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to be done annually. The 
annual report will include an executive summary, this inspection checldist with field notes and photograph log attached, a id  
recommendations and conclusions. 
2. Any checklist line item marked by an inspector in a SHADED BOX must be fully explained or an appropriate reference to previous reports 
a. Were anomalies or trends detected on previous 
inspections? 
2. SITE INSPECTION PREPARATION 
issemble the following, as needed, to conduct inspections 
a Camera, film, and batteries 
b Keys to locks 
c Clipboard 
d Tape measure 
e Radio, pager, etc. 
f Previous Post-Closure Report, Inspection Checltlists, repair records, and as-built plans 
g Other miscellaneous support equipment 
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D. SITE INSPECTION YES NO EXPLANATION 
a. Have there been any changes in the use of the adjacent 
area? 
b. Are there any new roads or trails? 
2. Access roads, fences, gates, and signs: 
I c. Has there been any change in the position of nearby 
d. Has there been lateral excursion or erosioddeposition of 
washes? 
nearby washes? 
e. Are there new drainage channels? 
f. Has there been a change in the surrounding vegetation? 
a. Is there a break in the fence? 
b. Have any posts been damaged or their anchoring 
t- 
weakened? 
c Does the gate show evidence of tampering or damage? 
d. Was the gate locked? 
e. Is there any evidence of human intnision onto the cover? 
f Is there any evidence of large animal intrusion onto the 
cover? 
(Number of signs replaced: 
h Other? 
3. Monuments and other permanent features: 
a. Have survey markers, boundary monuments, or monitoring 
b. Do natural processes threaten the integrity of any survey 
c. Is there excessive vegetation around the survey markers, 
stations been ,disturbed? 
marker, boundary monument or monitoring station? 
boundary monuments, or monitoring stations? 
d. Other? 
4. Waste unit cover: 
a. Is there evidence of settling? 
b. Is there evidence of cracking? 
c. Is there evidence of erosion (wind or water)? 
d Is there evidence of animal burrowing? 
e. Is there vegetation growing on the cover? 
g. Other (including trash, debris, etc within fenced area)? 
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:hief Inspector's Signature 
'rinted Name fl//&. / 2 o y / 7  
CAU 92: AREA 6 DECON POND FACILITY, POST-CLOSURE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 
5 Photograph Instructions 
Date / 2 / / & / c  J 
Title /L)/ L /G f 
A total of 8 photographs are required to be taken during each inspection of CAU 92. Additional photographs may also be taken. The required 
photographs shall he taken as follows: 
Four (4) from the center of the unit, one in each compass direction ( i c ,  N, S, E, W) and 
Four (4) of the unit from outside the fence, one in each compass direction. 
a Have all photographs required by the photograph 
b Has a photograph log been prepared? 
instructions been taken? 
(Number of photographs taken '&) 
E. FELD CONCLUSIONS 
'ersodAgency to whom report was made: 
t 
/ 

Post-Closure Report - CAU 92 
Revision: 0 
Date: March 2006 
APPENDIX B 
PHOTOGRAPHS 
Post-Closure Report - CAU 92 
Revision: 0 
Date: March 2006 
THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
Post-Closure Report - CAU 92 
Revision: 0 
Date: March 2006 
PHOTOGRAPH LOG 
Post-Closure Report - CAU 92 
Revision: 0 
Date: March 2006 
THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
Post-Closure Report - CAU 92 
Revision: 0 
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Photograph 1 : Outside titiit looking tiorth, 03/2 1/2005 
_....____ ..... ... . . . - - ._ ..-. 
. -_I - .- 
r 
~ l i ( ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r a ~ l i  5:  Inside unit looking north, 03 iZ  112005 
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Photograph 9: Outside unit looking north, 0612 1/2005 
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Photograph 13: Inside unit looking nortli, 0612 112005 
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